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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my eMsting home network. buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a Tv program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viwving experience more enjoyable. flexible. and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Jerry Burkhart 
5636 W Melinda Lane 
Glendale. A 2  85308 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. I am also 
mystified by a commission whose duty is to regulate, for the public good, businesses who use 
a scarce public resource (broadcast bandwith or space for cables), and which increasingly 
seems t o  view its duty as regulating the public for the  good of business. Finally, I have a hard 
t ime understanding why this did not appear in news reports unti l late yesterday. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to m e  as a 
consumer if switchlng doesn't mean discarding my existlng home network, buylng new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to  watch later; cllp a small piece o fTV  and spllce It Into a 
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control and flexibllity that I enjoy. 

I F  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier lV picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dlspense with a i l  my 
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Paul 1. Camp 
1661 Rey St. 
Atlanta, GA30318 
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Friday, October 24  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronlcs, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the  benefits of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose D N  
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece o f  TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it at m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control and Flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the  public'sviewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  to  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

l oe l  Barsotti 
4471 NW Chanticleer Dr H-5 
Portland, OR 97229 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my emsting home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living mom Please do not alluw the M P M  and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modtfy. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Herbert Hum 
3924 Teakwood Place 
Portland. OR 97229 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy telension. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of swtching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my exlsting home network, buying new high-resolution dlsplays, and finding r w m  
for yet another device in  my living rwm. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV dences that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of  content .- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remwe this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the mwe to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new diqital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Lou McClanahan 
200 Twin Rivers Drive 
Bronston, KY 42518 
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Friday. October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the M P M  and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modity, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Fred R Yaeger. Jr 
285 Bryant Ave 
Columbus. OH 43085 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the  benefits o f  switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far mare palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  livlng room. Pleasedo not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece o f  TV and splice i t  into a 
home movle; send an emall clip of m y  child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a 
n/ program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new 
digital equipment' A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with a l l  my 
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transition by apposing the broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Fred Moses 
799 W Tern Dr 
Kuna, I D  83634 
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Fnday, October 24 2003 

Charman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Charman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, and Satelite, I urge the 
Federal Communicabons Commission to vote aganst the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am 
gravely concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlsion 

The digital television translhon relies on convincing consumers ofthe benefits of switching to and 
buying digital televiaon equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transibon by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable 

In addiboQ 1 am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipent of content - 1 can rndfy, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexlbility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital televlsion does not make the public's viewing experience more eqoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electromcs and computer equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Therese Ganley 
571 Hope Road 
Blairstown, NJ 07825 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Charman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am opposed to the adoption of a "broadcast flag." These weak "copy protechon shcemes" are pointless. 
Thls law wlll only be used to prosectute the competition and people who like to recording software. Please 
stay away from the broadcast flag. 

Thank You. -Jason Macpherson 

Sincerely, 

Jason Macpherson 
1733 N 450 W 
PrOVO, UT 84604 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote agains:t the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer i f  swtching 
doesn't mean discarding my existlng home network, buying new high-resolutlon dlsplays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to watch later; d i p  a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my childs football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I Nave as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Charles McKinnis 
2201 N Quapah Ave 
Oklahoma City, OK 73107 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Pleasedo not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and lessvaluable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relatlve; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public'sviewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier lV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  to  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Tracy Yates 
2940 Blueberry Lane 
Fayetteville, AR 72701 

' 



Robert E. Moran 
759 North Park Avenue 
Redding, (3T 068% 

chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streek Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer pmducts, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would reshict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will pxvent me kom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will resaict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing kom room-to-rwm and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or min+ or to send a television clip of a high school f d a l l  game to family and frimds. 

Furth-re. if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo. ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC. which exist today because they 
were bwlt to open standards using inexpensive. o s theshe l f  computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitmg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new dlgital television equipment? A prettier 
picture IS hardly enough reason for rm to dlspense with all my current consumer electmmcs and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposlng adoption of the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Robert E. Moran 

1 



Adam 
1145 b e h a h a  Ave E 
St Paul. MN 55106 

Chailman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consulws have already expressedtheiu opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to jointhem As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcan flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Cowol" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and"tinkered' who work to improve the software. Their contributions and consiant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able m compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Auiw I L U ~  assuuicd Illai w l n i  Iclcvision Ln;~ir: Irligmal, viewcis would Lx nblc io clu iiwic with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways collsumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipmnt to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adaption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you m 
promote the digital television m i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Adam 

1 



Mark Addencamp 
2945 Bennington Ave 
Columbus. Ohio 43229 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Comssion 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousads of American consumers have already expressed their oppositiau to the FCCs adoptiau of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or camputer operating systems 
that consumers mwt use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who wark to improve the software. Their axmibutions and camant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, prevpnting open-ource programmers h o r n  innovating in field of digiiiol 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways co~lsumers are 
able to watch TV, consmrs will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to m a k q  it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television m i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

sincerely. 

Mark Aufdencamp 

1 



G&/inter Kistler 
Gabelsbergem. 18 
85283 Woluzach, Germany 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sneek Nw 
Washmgto4D.C 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell:. 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting rhe broadcast flag will makethe FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is mt the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consu~~)e~s must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will h a m  innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their umributions and canstant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag d e  advocated by the MPAA will baa open-source implemntatiw of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing open-source programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do me with 
television programming, not less Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the chgital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

G h a t e r  Kistler 



ArthurE. Hernandez 
143 Thomas Jefferson ET. 
San Antonio, TX 78228 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Commucations Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washugon, D.C 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

I urge the Federal Communications commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." It seems 
another in a long list of ways that our fkdoms are being eroded for so called business or security reasons. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me fiom watching digital 
broadcan television in the ways I currently enjoy The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way 
to watch my favorite shows using my choice of software, or to send a television clip to family and fiiends. 
Fm~Iic~iiwic, XGonylutcizl canuot l i rz ly  r a c i v c  cligid tclcvisiun, Lww LPU I O+CGL crna1ircdcr;rdupas LU 

dlscover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of! I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, o5the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compe1liu.g reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enoughreason for me to dispense with all my current consumer elecuonics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast televisioq I urge you to promte the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of tfie broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Arthur E. Hemandez 

1 



Jane A Holzapfel 
Clifton Middle School 
6001 Golden Forest Drive 
Houston, TX 77092 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 
445 12th S t n q  Nw 

Dear chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and cons- of eleceonics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Chnmmications Commission to vote against the adoption ofa "broadcast flag." I am outragedthat the FCC 
would consider a regulation would resnict the way I enjoy television. 

Teachers need to be able to have access to digital television if they are going to teach students to be media 
literate. As more communication two= visual, students need to learn how to read the world news, events, 
and propagande. Without the e d m t i d  right to "fair use" material on television, teachers would have the 
insurmountable problem of fmding material for students to amlyre and evaluate in the real world Please do 
not prevent teachas &om having access to segmnts of the History Channel and other valuable segnxnts of 
broadcasts. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent m fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I cutTently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I h a v e  recorded for pers0~1 viewing from rwm-to-rwm and place-teplace. 

zhe broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane. or train, or to send a television clip of a high SChDol football game to f d y  and fiends. 

Fuahemore, if computers cannot h l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable m to use corn& in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist tcday because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, oE-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing expien- more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitiug, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equiprent? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for m e  to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

sincerely, 

Jane A. Hdzapfel 
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Sabrina C h i  
1095 Prouty Way 
San Jose. CA 95 129 

chairman Michael K Powell 
Feded Communications Commission 
445 12th shwq Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and cons- of electronics and computer pmducts, I urge the Federal 
C o d c a t i o n s  CMlmission to vpe against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would CMsider a regulation wouldlresaict the. way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent 11y: from watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video 1 have reeded for perjo~l viewing frMl roonrto-room and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
s o h  on a plane or traia or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiends. 

Furthemylre, if computers cantlot k l y  receive digital televisioq how CM I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does m make the public's viewing experience mre enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for 11y: to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promte the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Sabrina choi 
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Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communicatio~~ commission 
445 12th SnBq Nw 
Washgt04 D.C. 20554 

Felipe Carrill0 
4516 47th 
Lubbock, Texas 79414 

Dear chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and cons- of elmonics and computer products. I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote a- the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would Consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest LUJI the public's interest It will prevent m: from wa- digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fk~mr00nrto700m and placetc-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane. or &.ain, or to Send a television clip of a high school football game to family andfiiends. 

Furthamore, if computers m o t  h l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative d e v e l o p  to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mre enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a muma to buy new digital television equip-? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for IIE. to dispense with all my current m u m e r  electronics and computer 
e q u i p n t .  As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promte the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sinerely, 

Felipe Chill0 
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Amy h b e r  
23 Sudan Street 
#2 
Dorchester, MA 02125 

chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal communications Commission 

WasIungton. D.C. 20554 
445 12th S n e q  Nw 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and comuma of e laonics  and computer products, I urge the Federal 
CMlmUnications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation wuld resaict the way I enjoy television. 

TWO is an amazing concept and shows that I f d  on TWO I end up using as teaching tools in my classroom 
teaching television production The broadcast flag is neither in my intemt mr rhe public's interest It will 
prevent me from watchmg digital broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast 
television-for example, it will restrict my ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing 
kom r o o m - m m  and placetoplace. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high SChDol football game to family and friends. 

Fuahermore, if cornputen cannot h l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I havent even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today becawe they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, ofFtheshelf computer pans. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more. enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumez electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

sinoerely, 

Amy Loeber 
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D. E. Evans 
P. 0. Box 25361 
Salt Lake City UT 84125 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal communications Commission 
445 12th seeet, Nw 
Washingt0nD.C 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of m i c a n  consmrs have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption ofa 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consmrs  mmt use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to w o v e  the software. W u  contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source soflware able to wmpete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television becam digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch W ,  pxmrs will be less inclined to invest in the e q u i p m t  to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensome software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

D. E. Evans 
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tom0 mude 
23ojoroad 
nigeria 
ajegunleAagos123401 

chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Gunmission 

Washingto- D.C. 20554 
445 12th street Nw 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to jointbem As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television brcadcasts on my computer. 

AdorXing the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Coml" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating s y s w  
that consumers must use in order to watchdigital television broadcast on theii computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will ham innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkeren" who wak  to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplaoe. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implemntations of VSB and QAM 
modulaton and demodulators. preventiug open-murce programmers h m  innovating in field of digital 
communicatim techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became. digital, viewers would be able to do IME with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways collsumers are 
able to watch TV, consun-en will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digid television on a complaer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

S i r e l y ,  

torVO laude 

1 



Michael Cox 
I803 Ann Ave 
Harrisonville. MO 64701 

chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal C o m ~ c a i i o n s  Commission 
445 12th street, N w  
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chakman Michael IC Powell: 

It sems to me that the end effect of this technology will be to shut out open-source programmas h m  the 
market, and also effectively aifle "fair use" by comsmers. I for one, see no campelling reason to buy new 
television equipment (my wife would be shocked to hear that!) if it nwms having less flexibility than I now 
have. not more. 

Essentially, by implementkg this " B r o h s t  Flag,'' the FCC is telling me what opetatkg system to use (it 
appears that only W d w s  and h4acintosh can afford the patent fees), what equipment I have to tluDw away 
(my TIVO, being Linux-based will probably be rendered worthless), and basically, how to view television. 

I thought the FCC w a s  in place to regulate for the good of the citizens, not the good of corprations. 

Michael Cox 

Sincerely, 

Michael C o x  
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F. Robert Zimmer Jr. 
6057 Gaine.s Feny Road 
Flowery Branch, GA 30542 

chairman Michael K Powell 
Fedend communications Commission 
445 12th sueet, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consu~~yf~s have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast f i g  
will mean I am unable to receive digital television IJroadcaSts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make. the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Comrol" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the sofhvare licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open~ource software are 
computer pro@mmm and "tinker&" who work to improve the software. Their conaibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implewntations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field ofdigital 
c o d c a t i o n s  techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progamning, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to makiug it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast f ig .  

I currently use VCRs and a TiVo to enhaoce my viewing hours, recording shows that I would not normally be 
able to see. It is my undemaoding that if the broadcast flag is implenrmedthese options would be taken away 
from me. As a consumer I expect technology to conhue to advance and provide IIE. mor options, not take 
them away h m  me. 

Sincerely, 

F. Robert Zimmer Jr. 

1 



Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s w  Nw 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Van Trinh 
2482 scanlan Place 
Santa Clara CA 95050 

Dearchairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American c~nsumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that COIIS~~EIS must use in order to watch &gital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcan flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in tbe marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventlng opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do mre with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways co11sumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sinoerdy, 

Van Tnnh 


